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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

2. Claims 14 and 82 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 01 . Based on Supreme Court 
precedent and recent Federal Circuit decisions, the Office's guidance to an examiner is 
that a § 1 01 process must (1 ) be tied to a particular machine or apparatus or (2) 
transform underlying subject matter (such as an article or materials) to a different state 
or thing. Diamond v. Diehr, 450 U.S. 175, 184 (1981); Parker v. Flook, 437 U.S. 584, 
588 n.9 (1978); Gottschalk v. Benson, 409 U.S. 63, 70 (1972); Cochrane v. Deener, 94 
U.S. 780, 787-88 (1876). 

To qualify as a § 101 statutory process, the claim should recite the particular 
machine or apparatus to which it is tied, for example by identifying the machine or 
apparatus that accomplishes the method steps, or positively reciting the subject matter 
that is being transformed, for example by identifying the material that is being changed 
to a different state. 

There are two corollaries to the machine-or-transformation test. First, a mere 
field-of-use limitation is generally insufficient to render an otherwise ineligible method 
claim patent-eligible. This means the machine or transformation must impose 
meaningful limits on the method claim's scope to pass the test. Second, insignificant 
extra-solution activity will not transform an unpatentable principle into a patentable 
process. This means reciting a specific machine or a particular transformation of a 
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specific article in an insignificant step, such as data gathering or outputting, is not 
sufficient to pass the test. 

Here, applicant's method steps fail the first prong of the new test because the 
applicant has not provided a particular machine that is specifically programmed to carry 
out the claimed steps. Although, in claim 14 the applicant has indicated that the 
processing of the user search query is via a computer processor it is being understood 
that the processor is being used in a manner that is understood to be an insignificant 
extra solution activity. In other words, it is understood that the claimed steps can be 
performed by a user and that a generic computer can be used as an interface for the 
user to input and receive their desired information 

Further, applicant's method steps fail the second prong of the test because the 
claimed invention does not provide any real world transformation of the information. 
The claimed invention is essentially only relaying information to the user and only 
rearranging the stored data, i.e. filtering existing data to only display the requested user 
data (search query results). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 - 5, 7 - 20, 22 - 26 and 81 - 82 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) 
as being unpatentable over Pant et al. (US Patent 6,012,053). 
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3. In regards to claims 1, 7, 14, 15, 16, 22, 81, and 82, Pant discloses a 
customizable computerized system for providing a directory of websites to their 
corresponding numeric telephone numbers, comprising: 

(Claim 1) an electronic communications network server for system users to 
communicate with said system via an electronic communications network and for 
receiving a system user search query for a first merchant, said first merchant having an 
Internet website with an Internet domain name address, and said user search query 
consisting of a numeric telephone number corresponding to said first merchant (see at 
least Col. 2 Lines 47 - 54; Col. 5 Lines 5 - 28; wherein a server is provided to 
allow communication with a network and system and for receiving user search 
queries): 

an electronic data storage device for storing data comprising Internet said 
domain name address of said first merchant's Internet website and one or more Internet 
domain name addresses of one or more websites of one or more additional merchants, 
and said numeric telephone numbers corresponding to said first merchant , and one or 
more numeric telephone numbers corresponding to said one or more additional 
merchants , and data regarding products or services offered by said first merchant and 
data regarding products or services offered by said one or more additional merchants in 
a database (Col. 3 Lines 25 - 27); 

one or more software applications for correlating said Internet domain name 
address data for said first merchant's Internet website with said first merchant's numeric 
telephone number data, and for correlating said Internet domain name address data for 
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each of said one or more Internet websites of each of said one or more additional 
merchants with said one or more additional merchant's numeric telephone number data , 
processing said user search query to provide access to said first merchant's Internet 
website in response to said user numeric telephone number query, said one or more 
software applications further selecting one or more of said one or more websites of said 
one or more additional merchants that offer products or services similar to products or 
services offered by said first merchant via a comparison of said data regarding products 
or services offered by said first website with said data regarding products or services 
offered by said one or more additional merchants using (Col. 3 Lines 33-41; Col. 5 
Lines 22 - 25) customizable criteria for comparison of said data regarding said 
products or services offered by said first merchant and said data regarding products or 
services of said one or more additional merchants and (Col. 1 Lines 53 - 56; Col. 3 
Lines 20-22); 

providing, in response to said user numeric telephone number query for said first 
merchant, in addition to a link to said first merchant's Internet website , a referential 
directory of said one or more additional merchant's Internet websites that offer products 
or services similar to products or services offered by said first merchant based on said 
comparison of said data regarding products or services offered by said first merchant 
and said one or more additional merchants , in said one or more Internet websites of 
said one or more additional merchants being further selected based on said 
customizable criteria, said referential directory listing both said Internet website domain 
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name address and said numeric telephone number for each of said one or more 
additional merchants (Col. 3 Lines 34 - 37); and 

a computer processing device communicating with said electronic data storage 
device and said electronic communications network server and for running said one or 
more software applications to cause said user queries to be processed and said 
referential directory to be generated and rendered in response to said user queries 
(Col. 3 Lines 15-32; see also Figures 1 - 3). 

However, Pant fails to explicitly disclose a specific search query, i.e. telephone 
numbers. 

However, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art that a 
search query can consist of many different types of alpha/numeric search terms. That 
is to say, a search query can consist of words, numbers, symbols, and/or any 
combination thereof. As a result, the Examiner asserts that it is well known that a user 
who would be using an Internet search engine to look up the location of say, a fast food 
establishment within a certain area code would input area code 703 and burgers, for 
example. Further still, it is also well known for the URL of many websites to be the 
phone number of the business, such as 1-800-FLOWERS (1-800-356-9377) or 1-800- 
MATTRES (1-800-628-8737). 

As a result, the Examiner notes that the act of claiming a specific search term, 
i.e. telephone number, is nonfunctional descriptive subject matter. The Examiner 
asserts that the mere act of storing, retrieval, matching, and displaying data is non- 
functional. In other words, the type of data, i.e. a search query consisting of a 
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telephone, add little if anything to the claim's structure, and, thus, does not serve as a 
limitation on the claims to distinguish over the prior art. As claimed, the steps of the 
invention would be performed the same regardless of the data type. 

Since Pant discloses the use of a search engine over the Internet and since it is 
well established that search terms can consist of various alpha/numeric combinations it 
would have been obvious that a telephone number can easily be substituted into the 
search query. Consequently, given the nature of how a search engine works it would 
have been realized by one having ordinary skill in the art that as long as the telephone 
number appears on a website the websites that contain the telephone number will 
appear in the search results. Moreover, an additional feature of a search engine is to 
also provide comparable websites that are associated with the search query (see also 
Fig. 5 - 7 of Pant). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention in view of the teachings of Pant to use specific search terms, 
such as a telephone number, for when the user is searching for a specific site on the 
Internet (see also the discussion under Response to Arguments for further 
explanation of the rejection). 

4. In regards to claims 2 and 17, the Examiner asserts that it is old and well known 
to use web address forwarding. 

5. In regards to claims 3 and 18, Pant discloses means for displaying to users 
content from said first merchant's Internet websites and said one or more Internet 
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websites of said one or more additional merchants in a standardized format (Col. 6 
Lines 40 - 50). 

6. In regards to claims 4 and 19, Pant discloses wherein said customizable criteria 
are provided by electronic communication from said user (obviously included since 
the searching is being done on a computer; See also at least Col. 2 Lines 25 - 30). 

7. In regards to claims 5 and 20, Pant discloses wherein said customizable criteria 
are preprogrammed into said system (See at least Col. 1 Lines 37 - 40). 

8. In regards to claims 8-11 and 23 - 26, the Examiner asserts that it is old and 
well known for search engines to provide a listing of websites that are relevant to the 
user's search query. That is to say, the user can define all of the appropriate search 
terms for the search engine to search for. As a result, if the user's search query 
consists of products, services, prices, content, publication, or any combination thereof 
the search engine would then process the search query and provide the user with all 
websites that are relevant to the search query. 

In regards to claim 12, the Examiner asserts that online internet e-mail providers 
are old and well known in the art, such as Hotmail, Gmail, MSN, and etc. Further still, it 
is also well known for many companies to have a contact list consisting of e-mail, fax, or 
phone numbers. As a result, as explained above, as long as the search query exists 
somewhere on the Internet the search engine will search for it within its databases and 
provide them to a user. Further still, the Examiner also asserts that an e-mail address 
can consist of any alpha/numeric combination that has not been used, including a 
phone number. Thus, if a user's email address consisted of 
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phonenumber@hotmail.conn, for example, the search engine would then search for that 
specific search term. 

9. In regards to claim 13, the Examiner asserts that it is old and well known for an 
e-mail message to be sent to multiple recipients and that a single recipient can have 
several e-mail accounts. 

Response to Arguments 

1 0. Applicant's arguments filed 3/31/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Rejection under 35 USC 112, Second Paragraph 

1 1 . Rejection under 35 USC 112 has been withdrawn due to amendments. 
Rejection under 35 USC 103 

12. The Examiner will first address what the applicant's invention actually is before 
responding to the provided arguments. In order to establish that the provided rejection 
is correct and that the prior art is equivalent to the applicant's invention. 

Claim 1: 

A customizable computerized system for providing a directory of websites 
to their corresponding numeric telephone numbers, comprising: 

an electronic communications network server for system users to 
communicate with said system via an electronic communications network 
and for receiving a system user search query for a first merchant, said first 
merchant having an Internet website with an Internet domain name 
address, and said user search query consisting of a numeric telephone 
number corresponding to said first merchant: 



This is nothing more than a server that allows a user to communicate with some 
system that contains data. The data does not further limit the structure or the network. 
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Receiving a query is completely irrelevant because receiving a query is nothing more 
than receiving data. One of the many responsibilities of a server is to receive data. 
Anyone of ordinary skill in the art of computing would fully understand this. Further, the 
Examiner asserts that the applicant has failed to properly state otherwise and that one 
of ordinary skill in the art of computing would have found it to be common sense that 
one of the responsibilities of a server is to receive data. To summarize, this limitation is 
claiming nothing more than a server that allows a user to submit data to a system. 
Moreover, since this is being done over the Internet the submitted query is being 
inputted into some type of interface, such as a search engine. 

an electronic data storage device for storing data comprising 
Internet said domain name address of said first merchant's Internet 
website and one or more Internet domain name addresses of one or more 
websites of one or more additional merchants, and said numeric 
telephone numbers corresponding to said first merchant , and one or more 
numeric telephone numbers corresponding to said one or more additional 
merchants , and data regarding products or services offered by said first 
merchant and data regarding products or services offered bv said one or 
more additional merchants in a database; 

This is nothing more than a hard drive. The purpose of a hard drive is to store 
data. The hard drive does not care what data is on there, i.e. domain names, product 
info, telephone numbers, etc. Its only purpose is to store data and allow for the retrieval 
of the stored data. A database, however, is only a mere compilation of data, i.e. an 
organized body of related information. In a system claim, the type of data does not add 
any structural limitations to the storage device. Despite of this, the Examiner asserts 
that all this limitation is attempting to disclose is a hard drive that contains data 
pertaining to a website address of a merchant(s), telephone numbers, and products that 
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are offered by the merchant and having all the information being linked to one another. 
Again, the applicant has only claimed a hard drive; it does not care how the data is 
associated with one other. 

The applicant is further claiming the database to be stored on a hard drive, or the 
like, and arranging the database to have the stored information linked to one another. 
This can be accomplished through several methods that one of ordinary skill in the art of 
computing would understand. 



one or more software applications for correlating said Internet 
domain name address data for said first merchant's Internet website with 
said first merchant's numeric telephone number data, and for correlating 
said Internet domain name address data for each of said one or more 
Internet websites of each of said one or more additional merchants with 
said one or more additional merchant's numeric telephone number data , 

processing said user search query to provide access to said first 
merchant's Internet website in response to said user numeric telephone 
number query, said one or more software applications further selecting 
one or more of said one or more websites of said one or more additional 
merchants that offer products or services similar to products or services 
offered by said first merchant via a comparison of said data regarding 
products or services offered by said first website with said data regarding 
products or services offered by said one or more additional merchants 

using customizable criteria for comparison of said data regarding 
said products or services offered by said first merchant and said data 
regarding products or services of said one or more additional merchants 
and; 



Here the applicant is claiming a software program, which does not further limit 
any structural requirements of the system, which correlates the domain name with the 
telephone number. In other words, the applicant is claiming a program that recognizes 
at least two pieces of data are linked to one another and through that link the program 
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processes the search query. To be more specific, the limitation is disclosing a program 
that receives a query from a user, processes the query by searching through the data in 
a database that is stored on a hard drive (or the like), and provides a search result using 
the search terms of the query as its parameters, i.e. telephone number in this case 
(although anything can be inputted into the query box and the process is still performed 
in the same manner). The program is then further capable of providing 
comparable/alternate results based on the search query and other data that is 
linked/associated with the one or more search results. 



providing, in response to said user numeric telephone number 
query for said first merchant, in addition to a link to said first merchant's 
Internet website , a referential directory of said one or more additional 
merchant's Internet websites that offer products or services similar to 
products or services offered by said first merchant based on said 
comparison of said data regarding products or services offered by said 
first merchant and said one or more additional merchants , in said one or 
more Internet websites of said one or more additional merchants being 
further selected based on said customizable criteria, said referential 
directory listing both said Internet website domain name address and said 
numeric telephone number for each of said one or more additional 
merchants : and 



Here the applicant is providing a referential directory, i.e. a database/search 
result, which is comprised of data (websites) with more data linked to another (e.g. 
telephone number linked to website or products linked to website or products linked to 
telephone number). In other words, the applicant is providing a database that contains 
data regarding a website that links it with more data regarding offered products. Using 
that link it is being assumed that the program takes the correlation found between the 
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search query (telephone number) and searches for a specific type of data (offered 
products) and extrapolates using the data in the database additional data that shows 
some type of associated to the specific type of data (other websites that offer the 
same/similar offered products determined from the search query). 

a computer processing device communicating with said electronic 
data storage device and said electronic communications network server 
and for running said one or more software applications to cause said user 
queries to be processed and said referential directory to be generated and 
rendered in response to said user queries 

Here the applicant is claiming a computer that communicates to the hard drive, or 
the like, that contains the database containing the linked data information. The method 
in which the computer is communicating to the storage device is by using the server and 
wherein the communication between the computer and the server is accomplished by 
using a program, which receives the user's search query, which is stored on the user's 
computer. In other words, the applicant is claiming a web browser/search engine. 
Summary of applicant's invention 

13. To summarize the Examiner asserts that all the applicant is claiming is a web 
browser/search engine which receives a user's search query and provides a result that 
coincides with the user's search query. The fact that the applicant is claiming a specific 
search string, i.e. telephone number, is completely irrelevant and non-functional. A 
search engine will perform the same searching process regardless of what is in the 
search query field. In other words, whether the user inputs all numbers, words, or a 
combination thereof the search engine will always search through a database, which is 
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stored on a hard drive (or the like), find the most relevant website (which usually is the 
website you are searching for if you inputted the correct search terms), and provide 
comparable sites based associated information from the most relevant website. 

In regards to claim 14, 15, 81, and 82, the Examiner asserts that the applicant is 
claiming the same inventive concept as in claim 1, except that it is in a method format. 
The fact that the applicant is claming, 

" gathering and storing in an electronic data storage device data regarding..." 

" means for gathering data comprising Internet domain...." 

" obtaining and storing in a computer system database..." 

is no different than the second limitation of claim 1 . The act of gathering and 
storing is an obvious feature. In other words, for the claimed data to be on the storage 
device (all of which is discussed above) something or someone had to have 
gathered/obtained and stored the information onto the storage device. That is to say, 
since data is stored onto a storage device, the data must have been gathered/obtained 
and stored. 

As a result, it is asserted that the Examiner did not fail in rejecting the method 
steps of gathering/obtaining and storing the data because the Examiner has clearly 
indicated that the data is, indeed, stored on the storage device and, consequently, the 
acts of gathering/obtaining and storing are obviously included. 
Summary of Prior art as it applies to the invention 

14. Regarding the prior art of reference, the Examiner asserts that Pant does, 
indeed, disclose all of the limitations discussed in the rejection above and would have 
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been fully capable of using a telephone number as a search query. Specifically, Pant 
discloses a system and method wherein a user inputs terms into a search query field, 
thereby creating a search query. The search engine in displayed on a user's computer, 
which is connected to the Internet, which obviously implies that the computer is 
connected to a server, and waits for the user to input a search query. The search 
engine, i.e. software application, applies the search query to a database (referential 
directory) to provide search results which include an indication of the items in the 
database which match the search query. After the results are determined the search 
engine provides the matching results to the user's computer. The search results are 
comprised of the specific website that the user is searching for (that is if the user's 
search query was specific enough) as well as other sites that contain information that is 
relevant to the search query. 

With that said, it is again asserted that the only difference between the 
applicant's invention and Pant is that Pant does not disclose that the search query 
comprises a telephone number. Although, Pant does not disclose the use of a 
telephone number as the search terms for the search query it is asserted that the 
invention would still perform the steps of receiving a user's search query, searching an 
index (directory) for websites that contain the search terms, and providing the results. 
The search engine, again, does not care whether the terms are just words, numbers, 
symbols, or a combination thereof. As long as the data (search terms) appear in a 
document on the Internet and comply with the searching parameters the search engine 
will product the requested results. 
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In the end, Pant discloses a system and method wherein all the information is 
linked with one another. In other words, the disclosed search engine can only provide a 
result to a query because the terms, whether numeric, alphanumeric, or just plain 
words, are associated with those results. That is to say, if a user inputs car the search 
engine will produce every possible site that has been indexed that contains the word 
cars. If the user inputs Toyota cars the search engine will produce every possible site 
that has been indexed that contains Toyota cars. If the user inputs the telephone 
number the search engine will produce all websites that contain the telephone number. 
Here Pant further improves on this method by ranking the sites according to relevance 
of the telephone number. Since it is common sense that a telephone number can only 
be assigned to one entity at a time it would have been obvious that if the user inputs 1- 
800-Flowers or 1 -800-356-9377 the website for 1-800-Flowers will appear at the top of 
the list because that is how a search engine works and the phone number is tied to that 
specific business. In other words, all the information is linked to another in a database 
that is stored on a hard drive (and equivalents). 

The applicant has argued that inputting 1-800-Flowers and 1-800-356-9377 will 
not produce the website for 1-800-Flowers and has argued for the Examiner to attempt 
it. Below is the result of that search. 
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As can be clearly seen above, both search queries were inputted into 
Google and both times 1800flowers.com has appeared on the top of the list 
since, as discussed above, the phone number 1 -800-Flowers/1 -800-356-9377 
are linked to that specific business and the relevance/association between those 
two pieces of information is at the top of the list, i.e. highest relevance factor. 
And as discussed above, the only way a search engine can do this is be having 
website address of a merchant(s), telephone numbers, and products that are 
offered by the merchant all linked to one another. 
Applicant's arguments 
Rejections under 35 USC 112 

15. Rejections under 35 USC 112, second paragraph, have been withdrawn due to 
amendments. 

Rejection under 35 USC 103 

16. Applicant argues that the Examiner's Official Notice is incorrect and that the 
Examiner has failed to provide any evidence showing otherwise. 

However, the Examiner asserts that an Official Notice rejection is not incorrect. 
The Examiner argued that it is old and well known for a search query to comprise of 
different types of alphanumeric search terms, such as, but not limited to, words, 
numbers, symbols, and/or any combination thereof. The Examiner further provided 
sufficient examples to support this assertion. Specifically, the Examiner provided the 
example of 1-800-FLOWERS (1-800-356-9377), 1 -800-MATTRES (1-800-628, 8737), 
and area code 703 AND burgers. The Examiner has even gone as far to provide 
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documents disclosing how a search engine works, as well as the web page for 1-800- 
FLOWERS (1-800-356-9377). 

Thus, it is asserted that the Examine has, indeed, provided substantial evidence 
supporting the Examiner's Official Notice. However, the applicant continues to 
overlook the numerous provided examples and has even gone as far to dispute that 
inputting 1 -800-FLOWERS (1-800-356-9377) and (1-800-356-9377) into a search 
engine will not provide the home page to 1 -800-FLOWERS along with comparable 
websites. Although, the Examiner feels that sufficient evidence has been provided to 
overcome the applicant's arguments and support the Examiner's assertion the Examiner 
has provided the following to prove that the applicant's argument is, simply, incorrect. 
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Moreover, the Examiner also maintains that the search terms used for the search 
query are non-functional descriptive subject matter because the terms that are used to 
not further limit the process that is carried out by the claimed invention. Namely, what 
the search terms are do not affect how the system and method receives a search query, 
searches for a search query in a database, and produces results that 
correspond/associated with the search query. 

1 7. The applicant argues that it was not old and well known to cross-reference a 
website with a telephone number and using a telephone number as a search query. 
However, once again, the Examiner asserts that the fact that the data that is being 
stored is a telephone number is non-functional for the reasons stated above. 
Regardless, let us assume that the data, i.e. telephone number, is functional. It has 
been discussed in great detail in the rejection above, the prior art, and the provided NPL 
documents that a search engines purpose is to receive a search query, search for the 
terms that make up the search query in a database, and provide the results. 

That is to say, websites are stored on some database on some computer 
somewhere. All relevant information pertaining to that website is stored and linked to 
one another in the database on some computer. A search engine on a user's computer 
receives a search query. In this case, the search query is a telephone number. A user 
inputs 1-800-356-9377 as the search query into the search engine. The search engine 
accesses the database, containing the website for 1 -800-Flowers.com, on some 
computer through a server. All information that is on the website as well as associated 
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with that site is stored on that database. For example, contact information would be 
such an example. As anyone having ordinary skill in the art would have known the 
contact information can comprise of a phone number, fax number, e-mail address, mail 
address, etc. These are all known pieces of contact information. To say otherwise is 
incorrect. Regardless, the contact information is on the site. The search engine 
determines this and provides the site to the user as a search result. This is the basics 
of a search engine. The applicant has continuously failed to show otherwise and has 
completely ignored all of the provided references. 

The Examiner has argued that Pant discloses this similar method and system. 
Pant clearly discloses receiving a search query, processing the search query, 
determining what sites contain the search query terms, and provides those results to the 
user. There is absolutely no difference between Pant and the applicant's invention, 
aside from the fact that Pant does not explicitly disclose that the search query is a 
telephone number and this is where the Examiner has provided the statement that using 
a telephone number is old and well known, obvious, would not have been uniquely 
challenging or difficult, and predictable. 

It is apparent that the applicant is arguing that they have invented a program that 
communicates with a database, which contains website address linked with telephone 
numbers linked with offered products. How is this different than what is disclosed by 
Pant, as well as what is known in the art? The Examiner asserts that there is no 
difference. All of the steps are carried out. Simply put, both inventions receive a query 
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and search through a database to determine what data satisfies the criteria set forth by 
the query and provide those results to a user. 

18. The applicant further argues that Pant does not disclose a directory. However, 
the Examiner disagrees. The Examiner asserts that the results that are provided by 
Pant's search engine are obtained from information that is stored in the database. In 
other words, the disclosed database is the directory. The database contains a directory 
of a plurality of websites along with information pertaining to the website. Moreover, the 
results themselves are too a directory, except that the directory has been filtered to only 
contain a specific piece of information, such as a telephone number. This is no different 
than going to a phone book and ripping out all the pages that deal with pluming or 
ripping out the P category. Further, the Examiner also notes that in the broadest 
reasonable interpretation a directory is nothing more than a list of information that is 
grouped according to categories with similar objectives or interests 
(http://www.csgnetwork.eom/glossaryd.html#directory). 

1 9. The applicant argues that there is no comparison of data regarding products or 
services provided by websites, or including software applications for correlating 
telephone numbers to domain names, much less doing both and also applying 
customizable criteria to render a directory. 

However, the Examiner disagrees. Along with what was stated in the previous 
Office Action the Examiner further points to the fact that Pant clearly performs the step 
of comparing since in, at least, Figure 7 a plurality of hits, i.e. search results, are 
provided and where the hits are organized by how relevant they are to the search query, 
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i.e. using comparison as a tool to determine relevance. Regarding correlating 

telephone numbers to domain names, the Examiner has gone in great detail regarding 

this limitation. However, as can be seen, one of ordinary skill in the art would have 

looked upon, at least, Figures 5 and 6 where Pant discloses that search terms are 

inputted into the interface (search engine) and provides results in accordance to the 

search terms. In other words, the terms '"Bill Clinton' NEAR 'Foreign Policy'" are 

correlated to all the search results provided in Figure 7. As discussed above, it would 

have been obvious and predictable that if one were to input a telephone number all sites 

pertaining to that telephone number, specifically the site that owns the telephone 

number, would be provided. As shown in the examples above, a telephone number is 

assigned to a specific entity and, as such, would obviously be the most relevant hit 

(search result) and, consequently, would have a relevance rating of 100% and appear 

at the top of the page. Given that all other sites that are under 1 00% would obviously 

be sites that contain the telephone number, refer to the site, or provide the same type of 

products and/or services. 

20. The applicant argues that, 

"Additionally, the examples given by the examiner with respect to a couple 
of websites that refer to their businesses by the word form of their 800 
phone numbers (not he number only form) and refer to the business name 
in their website addresses are not relevant and do not teach any cross 
referencing of website address and telephone number." 

However, the Examiner is confused as such as statement. During prosecution 
the applicant has requested for examples and documentation to support the Examiner's 
statement and, as required, the Examiner has provided those examples. However, now 
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it appears to the Examiner that the applicant is completely dismissing the documents 
just because the website address is the same as the telephone. The Examiner asserts 
that this is improper especially because they provide clear examples of how a search 
engine does, indeed, teach cross referencing of website addresses and telephone 
numbers. 

Specifically, the Examiner asserts that 1-800-FLOWERS is, indeed, a telephone 
number in that each letter is associated with a number on a telephone. When a user 
inputs 1-800-FLOWERS into the search query field the user is inputting a phone 
number. Regardless, as shown in the example that was requested by the applicant it 
does not matter whether the user inputs 1-800-FLOWERS or 1-800-356-9377 into the 
search field. Again, a telephone number is specifically assigned to a specific entity, 
thereby having a relevance factor of 100%. With that said, the first hit on a search 
result, through the use of the directory (database/tables/index/etc), will obviously 
produce http://www.1 800fiowers.com and any other sites provided afterwards are only 
being provided because they contain information that is, in some way, relevant to the 
search query. Whether the user inputs a alphanumeric telephone number or a numeric 
telephone number the combination of Pant and Official Notice would still carryout the 
applicant's claimed invention. 

Moreover, nowhere in Pant is it disclosed that the disclosed system and method 
would not work if a telephone number, i.e. numbers, were inputted as the search query. 
Just because Pant only provides a search query that contains only words is not a 
proper basis/argument to overcome the combination of Pant and Official Notice. To 
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argue that the system and method of Pant would simply not work because a telephone 
number is being inputted is absurd. Pant's invention is not concerned with what makes 
up the search terms (numbers vs. words), but is concerned with receiving a search 
query, processing it, and providing a result. As far as the system is concerned, the 
search terms are nothing more than data and, as discussed above, what makes up that 
data, i.e. numbers, words, or combination thereof, would not affect how the steps are 
carried out. The system will always receive search query, search through the database, 
i.e. directory, for the search query, and provide a result that satisfies the search query. 
21 . The applicant also argues that their invention is not a search engine, but a 
directory. However, the examiner disagrees in that the manner in which the applicant is 
claiming the "directory" is equivalent to a search engine. Below is the definition of what 
a directory is: 
directory 

1 . An index of the fifes on a disk. A directory can contain individual files in addition to 
other directories. Also commonly known as a folder. It is the Unix equivalent of a 'folder' 
on a Mac, all files are stored in directories. A directory can be created with the mkdir 
(MD) command and empty directories are removed with rmdir (RD); directories can be 
changed with the chdir (CD) instruction. 

2. A site, similar in operation to a search engine and often called a search engine or 
search site , that has a human created and edited listing of other sites, usually grouped 
by category of sites with similar objectives or interests. Though they certainly have a 
place on the Internet in the world of niche sites and those that avoid pornography, they 
are fast going by the wayside except for specialties and except for those that have 
developed into portals and vortals. Those search facilities that use robots can gather 
more information in a shorter amount of time, with less human intervention. 

( http://www.csanetwork.eom/qloss3rvd.htmi#directorv ) 



In other words, the Examiner asserts that the applicant's claimed "directory" is 
regarded to being equivalent to a search engine. As claimed, the Examiner asserts that 
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the applicant has failed to properly provide any distinction between what a search 
engine typically does and what the claimed invention is performing. In other words, the 
applicant is not claming a directory, but the combination of a directory and search 
engine. Consequently, it is asserted that the combination of Pant and Official Notice 
does, indeed, disclose a directory since the search engine as discussed above 
accesses the directory in order to provide the search results satisfying the search query. 
22. Regarding the applicant's arguments towards the discussion of non-functional 
descriptive subject matter, it is asserted that the Examiner has gone into great detail 
regarding this matter and also points the applicant to MPEP 2106.01 I - II for more 
information. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gerardo Araque Jr. whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3747. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:30AM - 
4:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Janice Mooneyham can be reached on (571) 272-6805. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/G. A./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3689 
5/4/09 



/Dennis Ruhl/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3689 



